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six. The correct comparison is, not between what prices
are now and what they were formerly, but between their
present rate and that which would exist if there were no
Duties to be paid at the Custom House. To attach this
merit to the Tariff, you must first show that English
manufactures have remained stationary in their cost,
while ours have cheapened, and then the "Bill of Abomi-
nations" need no longer exist, for, hot headed as we are,
we know the difference between a ten and a five dollar
bill, and would be very apt to buy where we could do so
cheapest. Abolish the Tariff to-morrow, and the value of
our staples would be enhanced twenty per cent, and on
an average we should get imported goods at half their
present prices. But that would break up the hot bed
manufactories, and therefore we must pay double, and
lose the foreign market and competition, not by fair play
or from natural causes, but because a majority of six
interested men says so. All along even the moderate
among us—the sagacious political economists who held
that we suffered only as consumers—have admitted that
the loss of the foreign market would be an unbearable
and irremediable evil. It is now fast coming upon us, as
common sense foresaw, and as the unbelieving may sus-
pect by token of the English Project to protect their
India Cotton. The argument was, that the British manu-
facturer must buy our Cotton, he could not help himself.
He knows whence he gets indigo, and he will soon think
as did good Queen Bess when she drew on the first pair of
silk stockings imported into England, that "they are a
marvellous pleasant wear."
As to your proposition that New York suffers under
the Tariff as much as Carolina, it is not accurate to the
full extent. In their shipping interests, and as consumers,

